
COMPTIOLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

WMHINGTON, D.C. mnS3U

Bre1Tr12I+ May 21, 1973

Artech Corp.
2816 Yaflfax Pr.Zve
rFs Churob, Virginia 20242

Attcntion Mrs Itenry Rabm
President

Gentlevnm b r ("

rurther rofqrence 1 4i to your etr dated Iflember 20, 1972,
ith enclosures pJprte st" xcusioy firm frao negotiatimn
ftr the aiiud of roont tor providig ort of rerch and develop4

went in' the field of environent and urvival under request for quotations
(nrq) DAADO5u72wQw1778, issued by the Aberdeen Provino Ground on July 24,
1972. Since no awar has bte nde of this negotiated procurement, we
must restrict our recitation of the facto0 Ptrasjph 3-507.2 of the Armed
Bervicen Procurement Ilegulation (ASPR); 50 Cocp. Gun. U11 (1970).

The solicitation required aubminsiw of quotations by August 22,
1972. Section '"," pwt 1, of the HYq advised offerora that in order to
be considered f!or aard, quotations must receive an acceptable rating
based upon the %smiluAtion tactors Dnd in accordance 'i4th their relative
importance uas uet forth thercin. Technical evaluation of the six. pro
poools received on the scheduled date ura ccp3oted on September 7, 1972,
and two proposala yere determined to be within the cmnpetitive range Firm
submitting the remining proposals were notified by latter dated October 1 7D
1972, that thlcIr proponaal would not be considered further.

Purauant to a technical evaluation It was determined tlzt your
proposal vas nct. within the competitive range mad thit further diccuwsions
with your firm vou.14 serve no useful purpose. CMa October 26, 1972, You
advised the contracting officer that you were protecting this detcn#inetion
and by letter dated October 27, 1912, you not forth in detail the batsi for
your protest. h'io Source Selection Coittee MW requested to specifically
coawnt ai caeh statencnt net forth in your protest letter so that a fineJ
decinion could be mado by the contracting officer pursuant to ASP 2J407.8
(a)(l). A reply to your protest vw fornrded to you by letter dated
Dcmber 15, 1972, adviing of the vAfirmation oC the original evalunticn
of your proposcs and providing ftuther clarification au to uhy yur prow
posal w considcered technically unacceptable.
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.ratit for the deterxination tbat yrtr tfi wa not in 
ct . Is vwigo as detailed in the Deoewr 25, 1972, letter to yu&

Wv fndinrg that Your tfin Isbhly oriented towa baio
o: I. xwearch as son by it. past mzf current contnctor per.
ocr-. n An equinent/facilitles. AdditcaflyW yo vr
a:t; - ,O;? proposal failed to chow adeqUtexpertine tn the
tc;. :r-'aoevirommentEdmirvival sa4 citedin the cape"
Ct.L .' of textile, thin film plasticst orgwii chenstry
and . .try ay it vw% vtated in the letter that your pro
pG -. 1.o eztablish your capabil2ty to support a pros= of eenvil
z'r. .unr3.'al increasina the offeotivcucas of cct&at soldiers In

rtecaO that ycu geave Mle evidence of your quaiicattcrn in t)*
pro- .'. throu3h the choving of satintaetory ocnatzot pertomznoe in
the '! n . ltition, you ccmtend that you proposal included iformatica
£8 i't iaaanel mand equiprnt/frcilitics tvfich indicated the necessary
qutw4. ;4!cv to aequately perform the research an davlek-mt vwoa

bit: .4vtr ni.wito;.ationq

)hve rozrnAd tbat, the determ tion of tfat constitutes a
cwMr V. el eszc 3 p. ticularly with reopeot to the mlution of tech'
nic. inu;, is a mntter of o±1nicntrutiv di jeretii vhich vifl not
be el tcn supported by th' taftu of the record. Bee 40 CMap.
Gen. , 317M31A (1953); fl-170317, IabrAa 2, 19ni 11471)3, June X22

'':cvt1 Sn this come show tint prior to the ubinsion ot pfoioaal
a W. *Do'liizw'on of the tecnica.l proposals vas developed by cccnizaut
teab, -'::nel. The plan prvide4 for the ueighted vccrinM of the p'o-

.. e~.:Xa or% each of the evaluatiow crttedia Spectioid in the rq.
> . P ecalauated and ccored In accordnco vith the pnau by t vo

ovrZ i-r4cfn~tJ4 ona your propocil was zvx.ed f(onth en t.n
bas:: LUcd.1 mrit. The co.oa ot the tuo hdgbot r1td prco-rt
wort . tiyhigrher t!a any oi' tho other prcspca1n, inclludtw yoars,
nd* *=. at ad.-ntunn unrann t a n6 c~ ntftn:nt. ACter inn4ter r

of tt . -16nhis cuse, vs are unable to cmaelude tint there vas can
..:ttl!.m vlth ropet to the detcralnation of cch7!ctitl rmiL.

D4Th7: ..* _

- rc. It vhould bo noted that tincs the recor4 Indicates that
the & ,iJaee of denial of ytr protest vas received by yx an Decem-
ber , en_ your protest ino not received in this OOCioo umtil ))ecm
bor Y.t vn3 mntinely under owr Thterin Did ProtoPt Proroedureo an

'-"4. so; r:ire filina in o-ir O tice vithdn 5 dn.,rv of notifictttc
0i ctv . t.c atio; 4oi. Hl 213.'(0a)o. Wmc 12-176717(1)s, rrux'y')m Ut
1973.
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Accordingly, your protest Is denied,

Sinemely ymuan

PAUL G. pEMBLING

For the Ccptrolhr General
ot tbh tited tate
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